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The examiner's miscellaneous letter mailed to appellant 01/09/2007 was not 
styled as a Supplemental Examiner's Answer because it was not intended to be one. 
37 CFR 41.50 (a)(1) states that the Board may remand an application to the examiner, 
as was done here. 37 CFR 41 .50 (a)(2) states that /fa supplemental examiner's 
answer is prepared in response to the Board's remand, then appellant gets certain 
rights that he is presently attempting to exercise. 

No supplemental examiner's answer was prepared because the Board never 
asked for one in the "REMAND TO THE EXAMINER" mailed to appellant 10/31/2006. 
The examiner simply responded to the best of his abilities to the specific questions set 
forth by the Board and the reason that those specific questions had to be asked by the 
Board was because Appellant did not address those questions at the appropriate time 
when he was put on notice of them (i.e. when the Notice of a Non-Compliant Brief was 
mailed 11/26/2003). 

The examiner reiterates that Appellant's failure to properly present his case at 
the appropriate time (namely before the Examiner's Answer was written) should not be 
rewarded with yet a third opportunity, subsequent to the filing of filing his original Brief, 
to change his position on the record (as is clearly being done in the so called "Reply 
Brief of 02/16/2007 compared to his position in the "Response to Order Under 37 CFR 
41.50(d)", his position in "Petition Under 37 CFR 1.181(a)(1) and finally yet another 
position in the originally filed "Appeal Brief) or for an opportunity to further supplement 
his response at an oral hearing. The "Reply Brief and "Request for an Oral Hearing" of 
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02/16/2007 are both improper because they are not in response to a Supplemental 
Examiner's Answer. 



